Otherwise, one would have expected the battle to be located by reference to Megiddo rather than to the much less significant place Taanach. On the other hand, archaeological investigation was held to show that a decisive break in the occupation of Megiddo lay between strata VII and VI, i.e. between 1150 B.C. and 1075 B.C.; so the battle must have taken place sometime within these dates.
Furthermore, it has also been argued that the subsequent settlement of the city was an Israelite one.2) However, quite apart from the fact that it is clearly a matter of dispute whether the break in occupation of Megiddo lies between . strata VII and VI, or between strata VI and V3), the general validity ° 1) This view goes back to W. F. ALBRIGHT, "Further Light on the History of Israel from Lachish and Megiddo", BASOR 68, 1937, p. 25 2) ALBRIGHT, ibid.
3) It has been argued by J. J. SIMONS, "Caesurae in the History of Megiddo", Oudte.rtamenti.rche Studlen 1942, pp. 17-54 , that "from the ceramic point of view stratum VI is a direct and immediate continuation of stratum VII", and that it was after the city of stratum VI was destroyed in a great fire, perhaps accompanied by an earthquake, that the site was deserted and remained derelict for about fifty years (ibid., pp. 46 f.). Thus, it was with stratum V, belonging in the middle of the llth century B.C., that there was a completely new settlement of Mcgiddo, "by a people with entirely new ideas" (ibid., p. 52), whom SIMONS conjectures to have been Philistine. The new settlement in stratum IV is taken by SIMONS to have been the first Israelite settlement there. With regard to the time of the gap of the argument outlined above is highly suspect. It implies that Megiddo, through being unoccupied, had become so insignificant that an event taking place in its vicinity had to be located by reference to another place, Taanach, some five miles away to the south-east. But even if Megiddo lay derelict for over fifty years it is highly un- Judg. i 27 f., according to which the Canaanites continued to inhabit the city, although eventually they were subjected to forced labour. 1) This would also be the case even if Megiddo VI were an Israelite settlement; cf. also ALT, "Erwagungen uber die Landnahme der Israeliten in Palastina", Kleine Schriften, vol. 1, p. 161 n. 2 ; idem, "Blegiddo im Übergang ...", p. 266 n. 2.
